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Abstract: Seawater intrusion (SWI) is one of the most challenging and widespread environmental
problems that threaten the quality and sustainability of fresh groundwater resources in coastal aquifers.
The excessive pumping of groundwater, associated with the lack of natural recharge, has exacerbated
the SWI problem in arid and semi-arid regions. Therefore, appropriate management strategies should
be implemented in coastal aquifers to control the impacts of SWI problems, considering acceptable
limits of economic and environmental costs. The management of coastal aquifers involves the
identification of an acceptable ultimate landward extent of the saline water body and the calculation
of the amount of seaward discharge of freshwater that is necessary to keep the saline–freshwater
interface in a seacoast position. This paper presents a comprehensive review of available hydraulic
and physical management strategies that can be used to reduce and control SWI in coastal aquifers.
Advantages and disadvantages of the different approaches are presented and discussed.
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1. Introduction
Under natural conditions, there is a continuous interaction between surface and subsurface water
bodies. In humid climates, surface water bodies (e.g., streams, lakes, seas, and oceans) often act
as discharge points (outflow boundaries) for groundwater. For example, due to high recharge of
groundwater from rainfall events, streams and lakes act as natural drainage systems, and the subsurface
flow is mostly towards them. However, in arid and semi-arid regions, as well as in other areas where
groundwater pumping is significantly higher than the natural recharge, water moves from surface
water bodies to the groundwater systems [1]. Therefore, the salinity and contamination levels of these
surface water bodies affects the quality of the groundwater. In coastal regions, the groundwater, as a
primary or sole source of freshwater, is continuously subjected to surface–subsurface interaction, as
well as salinization due to lateral intrusion of seawater into the aquifer. The rate and degree of the
seawater intrusion (SWI) depend on a number of parameters, including variations in the hydrological
cycle components and the quality and quantity of the system inflows and outflows. The natural factors
associated with the climate change and anthropogenic factors due to coastal urbanization and human
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activities are the main components that exacerbate the SWI problem. Therefore, remedial measures
have to be taken to prevent further degradation of the water quality due to SWI.
Remediation of brackish or saline groundwater using biological, chemical, and physical techniques
is a very expensive process and can take a long time, depending on the source and level of salinity.
Therefore, sustainable water resources management in coastal areas can be achieved through the
use of different arrangements and rates of external sources or sinks of water and physical barriers.
To control SWI problems, a seaward hydraulic gradient should be maintained, and, hence, a proportion
of the fresh or brackish water should be allowed to flow into the sea. This seaward hydraulic gradient
provides a hydraulic barrier against SWI [2–4]. Each of these hydraulic (and physical) approaches
has its own advantages and limitations in terms of practical operation and control of SWI. Banks and
Richter [5], Bruington [6], Todd [7], van Dam [2], Sherif and Hamza [8], Pool and Carrera [9] and
Kallioras et al. [10] listed different methodologies that have attempted to control SWI in coastal aquifers.
These methods include reduction of pumping rates, relocation of pumping wells, use of physical
surface or subsurface barriers, natural or artificial recharge (pressure or positive barriers), pumping
of saline water along the seacoast (abstraction or negative barriers), and combination techniques
(mixed barriers). In this paper, the strengths and weaknesses of these methodologies are reviewed and
discussed based on recent advances of their theoretical and practical applications. To that end, the
available control approaches are categorized into three different groups: (i) conventional methods,
(ii) physical barriers, and (iii) hydraulic barriers, as detailed in the following sections.
2. Conventional/Temporary Methods
2.1. Reduction of Pumping
Reduction of abstraction from pumping wells is the simplest, most direct and cost-effective
measure to maintain the groundwater balance in aquifers and control SWI problems. However,
the possibility of reducing the abstraction can be restricted in some regions in terms of water demand
requirement, and of course a supplemental source of water should be provided to substitute the
imposed reduction on the groundwater pumping plan [6].
The agriculture sector represents the major water consumer all over the world. In most arid and
semi-arid regions, such as the Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) countries, the water consumption
in the agriculture sector represents 88% of the total water consumption [11]. Therefore, a significant
reduction in groundwater pumping might be achieved by changing crop patterns and reducing
the cultivation of high-demand water crops, such as rice and sugarcane. The use of water-saving
irrigation techniques, such as drip and precise irrigation, would also contribute towards the reduction
of groundwater pumping.
Increasing the general public awareness in terms of reducing the water losses in water consumption
and supply networks in residential, agricultural, and industrial sectors, and encouraging them to
use renewable or recycling resources (e.g., reclaimed treated wastewater and desalinated water) can
contribute to the success of water conservation plans, and hence minimize groundwater exploration.
However, reduction of water demand may not always be possible due to certain constraints.
In addition, the cost of supplying alternative good quality water and making it available in vulnerable
areas are other issues that may render this method a temporary measure for protecting aquifers. This is
particularly true for areas with high population growth, and thus increasing trends in water demands
may not be able to be avoided to achieve the intended objectives [12,13].
The possibility of combining this temporary management approach with other control measures
was proposed by Sugio et al. [14] to control the critical conditions of the SWI problem. Reichard and
Johnson [15] showed that the application of this methodology could help to reduce the amount (and
cost) of in-lieu delivery of surface water for general consumption by local residents or to protect the
aquifer against SWI. Based on a sensitivity analysis of SWI versus pumping rate using numerical
simulation of the Burdekin Delta aquifer in Australia, Narayan et al. [16] concluded that reducing
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groundwater abstraction can effectively control SWI. The methodology was also suggested by Tsanis
and Song [3] and Don et al. [17]. Sherif et al. [18] showed that a 50% reduction of groundwater pumping
in Wadi Ham aquifer, United Arab Emirates, would cause a retardation of the mixing zone in the order
of a few kilometers, and would significantly increase the availability of fresh groundwater resources
by the year 2020.
Sherif [19] revealed that redistribution of pumping by reducing or switching off the well fields that
are less susceptible to intrusion could help mitigate SWI in the Nile delta aquifer. The redistribution of
the pumping rates in available wells was also investigated by Zhou et al. [20] in a coastal aquifer in
Beihai city in China. It was concluded that the elimination of the wells near the coastline or across the
intruded zone with simultaneous reduction of the pumping in wells far from the coast could protect
the aquifer. In terms of rescheduling of pumping, Rejani et al. [21] recommended that increasing the
pumping rates upstream and reducing the rates in downstream zones could help to retreat SWI in the
Balasore coastal groundwater basin in India, especially in the dry years. Lowering of groundwater
levels and the associated increase of salinity due to pumping in dry years were the reasons for limiting
pumping in this area [21]. Reduction of the total withdrawals from the Akrotiri aquifer in Cyprus
during the wet years was one of the possible solutions that was proposed by Koussis et al. [22] to
manage SWI. In wet years, the water demand is met fully by surface water, and therefore high water
abstraction from aquifers is not necessary. On the other hand, due to the limited surface water resources
in dry years, a large fraction of water demand is provided by abstraction from aquifers. Following the
same concept, periodic deactivation of most of the pumping wells in the alluvial aquifer of Katapola,
Greece, was suggested by Siaka et al. [23] to control the propagation of SWI.
2.2. Relocation of Pumping Wells
In this approach, the pumping wells are commonly relocated further inland away from the coast
to provide a proper seaward hydraulic gradient, by keeping the groundwater levels above the sea level
in the vicinity of the shoreline and reducing the excessive losses of fresh groundwater by outflow [2–4].
This approach could also be limited in some cases due to unavailability of land or conflicts with
other strategic projects in the public sector, or even with private infrastructures that will terminate
the process. In some cases, and under high levels of contamination, the size (length) of the aquifer
needed to accommodate the new locations of wells far from the intruded seawater wedge is another
obstacle to manage with SWI. Moreover, the cost associated with transportation and in-lieu delivery of
water from the new pumping wells (far enough from the coastline) to the predeveloped areas near
the coastline (susceptible zones) could be another constraint. Therefore, this technique might also be
regarded as a temporary solution [24].
The spatial distribution of the new pumping wells in the system should be carefully designed in
order to control the problem rather than accelerating it. Datta et al. [25] studied the effects of spatial
variations of pumping from a set of five wells and in three different locations in a real study area in
India. The locations of this set of wells in two different pumping zones along the coastline showed
better results in terms of controlling the intruded body of saline water than their locations in the
middle area, which also had the potential to reduce the negative impacts. The problem of finding the
optimal pumping patterns (locations and rates of abstraction wells) for controlling SWI has been mainly
studied in the literature within simulation optimization frameworks. For example, Mantoglou and
Papantoniou [26] studied the optimal design of a pumping network for the management of aquifers
using two different schemes of optimization. A genetic algorithm (GA) was used in one of the schemes
to optimize both the pumping rates and locations of wells simultaneously, whereas in the second
scheme a combination of GA and sequential quadratic programming (SQP) was utilized in two stages.
The GA was first used to identify the optimal well locations at any generation point and then SQP
was applied to calculate the optimal pumping rates for the new specified well locations. The superior
performance of GA than SQP in identification of better optimal solutions was highlighted. A review of
the research efforts related to the application of simulation optimization modelling in management of
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SWI in coastal aquifers was presented by Werner et al. [27], Ketabchi and Ataie-Ashtiani [28,29], and
Singh [30,31]. Planning of the pumping in the middle of the Nile Delta aquifer was suggested by Sherif
and Al-Rashed [32] to ensure groundwater sustainability. The management plan for a coastal aquifer
by installation of a new well system away from the coastal area was also highlighted by Maimone and
Fitzgerald [33] as a reliable technique compared to another approaches that assumed a deeper drilling
plan for the old-existing well fields along the coast. The old wells in this system abstracted brackish
water that was used (after desalination) for domestic purposes.
3. Physical Barriers
3.1. Physical Subsurface Barriers
In physical subsurface barriers, concrete, grout, bentonite, slurry walls, and sheet piles are
commonly designed in front of seawater along the coast (Figure 1). The efficiency of injecting cement
grout was examined by Sugio et al. [14] in Okinawa-Jima Island in Japan following experimental and
numerical simulations, including experimental sand box tests and finite difference modelling. Moreover,
the positive role of these barriers in controlling and delaying the SWI was reported by Galeati et al. [34]
through 2D simulation of a case study in southern Italy using an implicit Eulerian–Lagrangian finite
element model. Basri [35] performed simulation of a 2D vertical section of a hypothetical aquifer, and
Nishikawa et al. [36] simulated a 2D vertical section of Dominguez Gap coastal area of Los Angeles,
California, using SUTRA (Saturated-Unsaturated variable-density ground-water flow with solute or
energy TRAnsport) code developed by the United States Geological Survey (USGS). The Komesu
underground concrete dam (cut-off wall) in Japan, with dimensions of 2320 m × 0.54 m and a depth
of 70 m below mean sea level, can be considered as a good example of physical barriers successfully
developed at a large scale to protect an aquifer from saltwater intrusion [37]. Through experimental and
numerical simulations, Luyun et al. [38] and Abdoulhalik and Ahmed [39] showed that the application
of deep physical barriers located closer to the coast and in front of the toe location are more effective.
Numerical models and approximate analytical solutions were used by Kaleris and Ziogas [40] to
study the influence of a cut-off wall on progression of SWI in scenarios with and without groundwater
extraction. The analytical approximations are based on the inputs and outputs of the SUTRA model.
In the absence of abstraction, the physical barrier showed a high protective potential when it was
located at greater depths and much closer to the coast. In the second scheme, the ability of this cut-off
wall to retard the saline wedge was illustrated in systems with limited number of wells, and in cases
where pumping was carried out at smaller distance from the shoreline and at a relatively greater depth.
Under this pumping action and in the aquifer systems where the inland boundary was specified with a
lower inflow velocity than the intruded velocity of saline water, and also in cases with high anisotropy,
the design of physical barrier control was proven to be of immense benefit in the mitigation of SWI.Water 2019, 11, x FOR PEER REVIEW 5 of 20 
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Although, the development of such barriers has high initial installation and material costs, they
have still been suggested by Allow [41] to be the most cost-effective strategy, since they do not require
maintenance and repair activities over their life time. This claim was based on the comparison of the
results obtained from two different management options, namely physical barriers and injection wells,
where the need to provide the essential source of recharge water and the potentially high future repair
costs of the injection process reduced the functionality of the second management option. The two
scenarios were applied on the Damsarkho coastal aquifer in Syria and the simulations were conducted
in 3D using finite-difference based variable density groundwater flow and transport code (SEAWAT)
developed by the USGS.
Generally, the application of a physical subsurface barrier is an expensive process for deep
aquifers [42]. Another issue that has been highlighted by Nawa and Miyazaki [37] and Allow [41] is
the stagnant condition of the intruded saline water that remains behind the barrier at the time of its
construction (Figure 1). According to Nawa and Miyazaki [37], in cases with steep seaward hydraulic
gradient, the flow of freshwater can force this residual saltwater to diffuse through the barrier and also
to intrude below its foundation toward the sea, increasing the total volume of freshwater. However,
under extensive pumping and low hydraulic gradient conditions of the flow system, the reverse
diffusion of seawater through the barrier and beneath its base, and hence mixing with this plume of
stagnant saltwater, can cause some sort of deficiency in the process.
In a totally different and new technique, James et al. [43] introduced a biological barrier to work
against SWI. The methodology was based on the injection of bacteria or nutrient solutions to reduce the
hydraulic conductivity of sub surface layers, and hence to reduce the risk of SWI. During the subsequent
growth of the bacterial biofilms with time, extracellular polymeric substances (EPS) were produced
that tended to clog the pores of the porous matrix and reduce its permeability. It has been projected
that the application of biofilm barriers would reduce the economic cost by about 24% compared with
the more traditional deep physical barriers, such as injection of recharge water.
3.2. Physical Surface Barriers (Land Reclamation)
Coastal land reclamation involves the artificial extension of the coastline towards the sea. In this
technique, new land is introduced by artificial filling of the appropriate type of soil at the desired
geometry and slope (Figure 2). It is mainly constructed to provide the land area required to meet
growing urbanization and population increase. However, from a hydraulic point of view, coastal
reclamation creates a foreland that may develop a new zone for a freshwater body, helping to delay the
advancement of SWI [42]. In this framework, and in order to maintain the hydraulic equilibrium of the
system, the freshwater body starts to penetrate into the newly reclaimed soil, and hence it delays the
inflow rates of saline water. Increasing the distance between inland production wells and the coastline,
and also providing a larger area to deal with the natural rainfall, are the other beneficial terms of
reclamation against SWI [44–46].Water 2019, 11, x FOR PEER REVIEW 6 of 20 
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The hydro-geochemical properties of subsurface water of a coastal aquifer in Shenzhen city in
China during the rapid urbanization period were studied by Chen and Jiao [44]. The city has undergone
massive and large scale land reclamation during the last decades due to its rapid urbanization. In their
study, the reduction in the ionic ratios of rCa/(rHCO3 + rSO4) and the enrichment of sodium (Na+)
relative to chloride (Cl−) were considered as two indicators to claim that the system had experienced a
significant retardation of SWI over the urbanization and coastal reclamation period. In the first term,
r stands for concentration. Accordingly, the monitoring results of the observed groundwater levels in
another aquifer located in the same city (Shenzhen) in China showed that during the land reclamation
the groundwater level had raised [47]. Furthermore, they conducted a numerical study using FEFLOW
(Finite Element subsurface FLOW system) code, in which they emphasized that increasing the seaward
recharge (submarine ground discharge) to the newly reclaimed zones of the flow system could offset
the impacts of SWI. Uplifting of the groundwater level and the seaward movement of SWI were also
proven analytically by Guo and Jiao [45,46], using steady state simulation of the freshwater-saltwater
interface movement under the land reclamation conditions.
The cost of equipment and materials for designing such a surface barrier at a large scale is the main
limitation to this technique. In addition, the land subsidence that may occur due to the new overburden
pressure imposed by the mass of the reclaimed material in the areas that are underlined by soft layers
of old soil is another concern. The engineering properties of the filling soil should be reasonably well
defined. Also, the environmental impact should be considered as another constraint of this technique,
where the reclamation may affect marine life, fishing, and tourism activities in these areas.
4. Hydraulic Barriers
The application of hydraulic barriers to control SWI has gained more popularity than other
management strategies. Recharge, abstraction, and combination of abstraction and recharge are
the three main types of hydraulic barriers. Treated wastewater (TWW), desalinated seawater, and
desalinated brackish water are three possible sources of water that can be used to recharge aquifers.
TWW is the reclaimed wastewater that is appropriately treated in treatment plants. All the microbial
pathogens, suspended solids, oxygen-depleting organic matters, and nutrients (i.e., nitrogen and
phosphorus) from treated effluents produced from sewage treatment plant are significantly reduced
through combined mechanical, biological, and chemical treatment processes.
Desalination is a removal process of dissolved minerals (mainly salts) from either seawater
or brackish groundwater to produce fresh water of potable water quality. The desalination can
be accomplished by different techniques that can be classified under two main processes—thermal
(distillation) processes and membrane processes [48]—although other methods (e.g., freezing and
solar humidification) have also been developed. A summary of different desalination technologies
can be found in Xevgenos et al. [49]. The desalination method can be selected based on three
main aspects: technical aspects, environmental aspects, and economic aspects. The challenge in the
desalination process is the reduction of the energy used, and thus the total cost of the produced water.
Reverse osmosis (RO) is currently one of the fastest-growing techniques in water desalination, which
is based on membrane processes. RO consumes less energy, so it is cheaper and has lower carbon
emission, requires relatively simple equipment, does not need to be linked to a power plant, and
requires small areas of land [50]. RO is a pressure driven technique, wherein dynamic pressure is used
to overcome the osmotic pressure of the salt solution. Water is forced to flow through small pores
under high pressure through semi-impermeable membranes, while concentrated brine solution is
rejected [49]. The pressure difference must be high enough to overcome the natural tendency of water
to move from the low salt concentration side of a membrane to the high concentration side, as defined
by osmotic pressure. The major energy consumption comes from creating pressure. The quality of
the produced water depends on the efficiency of the membranes, the pressure, and the degree of
salinity. Sola et al. [51] studied the quality of the feed water at a RO desalination plant, considering
the physical, chemical, and microbiological composition of water samples taken from direct seawater
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intake and others from drilled boreholes over the aquifer shoreline. It was concluded that due to
infiltration through the aquifer media, the quality of brackish or saline water abstracted from coastal
boreholes is considerably better than direct seawater intakes. Low organic carbon and dissolved oxygen
contents, low turbidity, and silt density index are other positive characteristics of the abstracted saline
or brackish water, which play a role in the selection of these sources to feed RO desalination units over
direct seawater intake [51,52]. According to Miller [53] and Stein et al. [54], the majority the seawater
desalination costs using RO re attributed to the high energy consumption. The total cost and energy
consumption of brackish water is less than 50% of the seawater desalination method. The contribution
of energy (electric power) to the unit cost of seawater desalination is four-fold higher than that of
brackish water [53].
4.1. Artificial Recharge
Within the positive or pressure barriers, the aquifer is artificially recharged by high-quality water
(e.g., surface water, rainwater, extracted groundwater, treated wastewater, or desalinated water) to
maintain the seaward gradient in the system by increasing the inland piezometric heads. Generally,
the artificial recharge of water aims to reduce flood flows, store freshwater water in aquifers, raise
groundwater levels, relieve over-pumping, and finally, improve water quality and suppress the saline
water body [7,55]. This methodology is among the most popular techniques, which have been widely
suggested and assessed in the literature. Results of the numerical modelling of SWI in the Burdekin
Delta aquifer, Australia [56], show that extensive pumping and lower recharge rates are factors that
accelerate the landward encroachment of the seawater wedge. A summary of the more recent works is
presented below.
Mahesha and Nagaraja [57] and Narayan et al. [16,56], through a parametric study, concluded
that uniform natural rainfall can effectively repulse the saline wedge. Mahesha [58,59] suggested
that artificial recharge through injection wells represents an efficient methodology for retardation of
SWI in any geological condition of confined or unconfined aquifers, with single or multiple layers
(Figure 3). This positive potential of deep recharge barriers in repulsion of SWI has been analyzed by
Luyun et al. [38] through experimental, analytical, and numerical modelling. They concluded that the
effectiveness of the recharge system is reduced if it is implemented farther and higher from the toe
of the saltwater wedge. The methodology has been numerically assessed by Paniconi et al. [60,61],
Papadopoulou et al. [62], Narayan et al. [56], and Allow [41] for a range of global real-world case studies.
The benefits of freshwater reinjection through a deep-well system located between the interface
toe and the production well was analytically affirmed by Lu et al. [63] through introducing a parallel
injection–extraction system to control SWI. By re-injecting part of the freshwater into the coastal aquifer,
the net extraction rate of freshwater from the production well was increased up to 50% compared
with cases without the injection well (single extraction well system), while at the same time mitigating
against the SWI problem. Sun and Semprich [64] compared the efficiency of freshwater injection to
that of air injection to manage SWI risks. However, in spite of the lower effectiveness of the deep
air injection in providing an efficient pressure gradient against the intruded saltwater wedge, they
concluded that relying on the air injection can be a good option (as it readily available) in areas where
access to freshwater is limited.
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Surface reservoirs, lakes, canals, and other spreading recharge basins can also be used as recharge
systems to recharge (only) the unconfined aquifer systems through infiltration of collected water.
Abdalla and Al-Rawahi [65] studied the effects of a large dam (Al Khod dam) in the Sultanate of Oman
on retardation of SWI. The dam was purposely constructed to mitigate the depletion of subsurface water
during the over-pumping periods and to collect the Wadi flows during intensive rainfall and runoff
events. The monitoring of the piezometric head and measuring of the electrical conductivity indicated
that the recharge dam was effective and contributed positively toward improving the groundwater
quality in the coastal zone. Yuansheng and Zhaohui [66] introduced the artificial recharge of water as
an efficient measure to control SWI and elevate the groundwater levels. By transporting river water to
inner lakes through a pre-constructed canal, they developed an integrated methodology for future
sustainability of the flow system in the coastal city of Haihou, China.
The cost of providing high quality water (e.g., desalinated water) and its in-lieu delivery for
recharging purposes is among the main limitations of recharge barriers using desalinated water.
In addition, unavailability of such water locally, especially in dry years or in regions that suffer from
scarcity of water, constitutes another major restriction [67]. Therefore, in recent years more emphasis
has been placed on renewable sources of water, such as treated wastewater, as the sources of recharge
for seawater intrusion mitigation (e.g., [13,15,22,68–74]). Application of reclaimed water for common
utility sectors or artificial storage in subsurface layers can help to satisfy part of the water demands,
resist drought, and also protect the system against SWI in coastal aquifers.
4.2. Abstraction Barriers
In negative barriers, the brackish or saline water is continuously pumped through deep abstraction
wells located near the coast (Figure 4). The extracted water can be directly disposed of into the sea or it
may be used as a water source for desalination plants. Ray et al. [75] and Hubbs [76] elaborated that
subsurface intake systems of desalination plants represent green intake that can be utilized to improve
the quality of feed water delivered to reverse osmosis seawater desalination plants. This type of intake
is similar in concept to riverbank filtration, wherein the native geological media is used to naturally
filter the raw water before entering the treatment facility. Wright and Missimer [77], Schwartz [78,79],
and Rachman et al. [80] indicated that subsurface intakes provide physical and biological mechanisms
for filtering the feed water by straining and biodegrading organic matter and other particulates, while
passing through marine sediments and seabeds similar to the sand filters that are used in freshwater
treatment plants.
The extracted groundwater can also be used in industrial activities, for example for cooling
purposes, to develop green lands in coastal areas, and for irrigation of certain types of crops [2,8].
The direct disposal of large quantities of extracted saline water (or its waste after industrial use and
desalination processing) into the sea could bring other environmental problems that affect the marine
life, fishing, and tourism activities [2,12].
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The abstraction of brackish water from the dispersion zone as a measure of SWI control in leaky
aquifers was first evaluated by Sherif and Hamza [8] usi g a two-di ensional finite element model.
Their esults showed a significant reduction in the width of the mixing zone owi g to brackish water
pumping. The quality of the pumped water was better in cases where the barriers were creen d
away from the se or in the upper horizons of the mixing zon . However, this wa associated with
the reduction and loss of a portion of freshwater, which was r ported as the major drawb ck of this
technique. The same principle of pumping brackis and s lin water near the coast was assessed by
Mahesha [81] and Kacimov et al. [82] using the sharp interface theory, and by Sherif and Kacimov [83]
using the SUTRA code in a 2D vertical section of a hypothetical confined aquifer.
Park et al. [84] used the multidimensional hybrid Lagrangian–Euler an finite element model [85]
to study the effects of differ nt parameters the quality of the water pumped from another production
well. The effects of pumping ates from the barrier w ll, the horizontal dis ance of this barrier from the
coast and from the produ ion well, the depth of the barrie in the aquif r system, n the number of
thes barriers were investigated in different cases using a hy othetical mod l.
In an att mpt to r duce the upconing problem that occurs under freshwater producti n wells,
van Dam [2] proposed the applicati of the scavenger te hniq e fo thick aquifers. The new s t of
installed (scavenger) wells are scree ed next to, or n arby, the product on well, and at some depth
below the freshwater–sa twater interface to extract saline water only, and thus reduce the upconing
of the inte face toward the production well. The protection of the inland wells (for withdrawal of
freshwa ) using a series of negative barriers was investigated numerically in several research p pers
wit in simulation optimizatio frameworks (e.g., [25,72–74,86–94]).
In general, extr ction barriers cause drop in the piezometric head near the coast, which enhances
the seaward hydraulic gradient and protects the aquif r. However, due to this seaward gradient,
the process oft n ends in abstra tion of much more fre hwater than saline water, which may cause a
reduction in the fr hwat r storage c pacity of the aquifer. There ore, ith controlled rates of pumping,
the method can be applied as a temporary management stra egy in cases wh re the intrusion is not
extensive (i.e. saline wat r body is far from the pumping wellfield), and also to control salinity in the
system before applying other m thods [3]. To overcome this problem, Pool and Carrera [9] proposed a
new method using double negative barriers in cases w ere urban aquifers are the only viable ption
due to space limitation. One of the barriers a stracts the saline water near the coast, while th oth r
pumps freshwater further inland. The idea behi d this methodology is to create a low-velocity zone
between the tw abstraction zones with an almost horizontal hydraulic gradient, which will help to
protect and increase the productivity of he inland fr hwater well. They sh wed that this model will
have a hig efficiency in shallow aquifers, an its efficiency woul b even increased in the cases
where the seawater well pumps the saline water at higher rates i a zone closer to the sea. It was
demonstrated th t screening the inland freshwater well at the top nd the seawater well t the bottom
increases the overall performance of the proposed control measure.
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4.3. Combined Barriers
The combination of some of the aforementioned strategies can help to better control SWI by
combining the merits of the individual methodologies. For instance, the combination of reduction in the
pumping rates and recharge barrier [95] and controlling the pumping rate with artificial recharge [61]
has been reported in the literature as a possible solution for SWI. Cherubini and Pastore [96] proposed
a solution based on reduction of well density (number of pumping wells per unit area) coupled with
artificial recharge for a regional aquifer in Italy. Another possible scheme under this approach is
the combination of positive and negative barriers, known as a mixed barrier (Figure 5). This mixed
barrier (which is the main focus of this section) uses: (a) application of repeated cycles of recharge
and abstraction through the same well system; and (b) injection of freshwater while abstracting saline
water. Some variants of the latter scheme have been suggested by a number of research studies as the
most effective barrier method (e.g., [3,22,24,69,71–73,81,97,98]).
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4.3.1. Aquifer Storage and Recovery (ASR)
Aquifer storage and recovery (ASR) is a technique introduced by Cederstrom [99] and has been
widely used in many countries for management of water resources as an alternative to surface water
storage in dams and reservoirs [100]. ASR is one of several techniques used for management of aquifer
recharge. The term “management of aquifer recharge” was introduced to describe the “intentional
banking and treatment of water in aquifers” [101]. ASR methodology involves continuous storage
of excess water by deep injection through recharge wells into deep aquifers or other water-bearing
formations, either when water is available or during the wet and low demand season of the year
(Figure 6). The stored water is then recovered when needed using the same wells to meet the
water demand of the community, and during the next dry or high demand season of the year [102].
Depending on the quality of the native groundwater in the aquifer and also the quality of the recharge
water, the recovered water may need to go through a short treatment process before use.
The ASR process is repeated continuously over time, depending on the levels and durations of
water scarcity. These repeated cycles of recharge and abstraction also contribute to the improvement of
water quality [100,103,104]. Typically, the volume of the extracted water is less than that of the injected
water. A buffer zone with marginal water quality is created [105]. The buffer zone basically holds the
recoverable fraction of water. Therefore, ASR can be considered as one of the management options
to control seawater intrusion, besides its other positive roles in issues related to water production
and demand and maintaining the seasonal fluctuation in groundwater storage [106,107]. Misut and
Voss [105] investigated the beneficial aspects of ASR in controlling seawater intrusion by defining a
series of ASR wells in different confined or unconfined aquifers as a regional case study in the United
States. The simulations were conducted in 3D using SUTRA. The positive aspects of ASR system in
their results were attributed to the increase in the net storage of the aquifers and continuous seaward
movement of the seawater wedge. They concluded that there are several factors that threaten the
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effectiveness of the hydraulic barrier (using ASR wells). For example, installation of wells in, or in the
vicinity of, unconfined areas allows the injected water to leave the aquifer through upward flux and
evaporation processes or as coastal outflow. Also, in each of the ASR cycles, application of a long-time
storage (or pause) phase between recharge and abstraction allows the injected water to drift beyond the
buffer zone. Similarly, mixing and dispersion of injection water with ambient water and application of
high rates of injection and abstraction reduces the efficiency of ASR system.
The commonly used measure to evaluate the performance of ASR systems is recovery efficiency,
which is defined as the total volume of recovered water as a percentage of the injected volume
in each of the operating cycles while satisfying a target water quality criterion in the abstracted
water [102]. The impacts of different hydrological factors on recovery efficiency have been assessed by
Lowry and Anderson [108] through a set of parametric studies. The enhancement of ASR efficiency
with multiple ASR cycles has been reported by Lu et al. [106] and Sherif and Shetty [104] using
numerical methods. Lu et al. [106] investigated the efficiency of an ASR system under various
hydrogeological and operational conditions, considering the mass transfer parameters of dual-domain
aquifers. They concluded that the capacity ratio (ratio of immobile to mobile domain porosity) and
the mass transfer time scale (defined as 1/α, where α is a first-order mass transfer rate coefficient) are
among the main variables that affect the recovery efficiency of ASR. The increase of capacity ratio,
which is equivalent to the size of the immobile domain in aquifers, causes reduction of the recovery
efficiency. This reduction in recovery efficiency is also observed in aquifers with slow mass transfer.
ASR, similar to any other management strategy, has some economic cost and quality limitations, and
its implementation needs further attention. For instance, the high rates of mixing of injected water
with a poor quality native groundwater tend to reduce the total recoverable volume of freshwater
(recovery efficiency). In addition to this water–water interaction, the quality of the injected water can
also be threatened by water–rock hydrochemical interaction. Numerical simulations were performed
by Sherif and Shetty [104] and Hussain et al. [100] to study the effects of an ASR system on inland
advancement of saline water in the Wadi Ham aquifer, United Arab Emirates. It was shown that a
significant reduction in salinity levels occurred in areas surrounding the system, which was mostly
attributed to the application of ASR management scenarios.
Water 2019, 11, x FOR PEER REVIEW 11 of 20 
 
seaward movement of the seawater wedge. They concluded that there are several factors that 
threaten the effectiveness of the hydraulic barrier (using ASR wells). For example, installation of wells 
in, or in the vicinity of, nconfined areas allows the injected water to leave the aquifer throug  
upward flux and evaporation processes or as coastal outflow. Also, in each of the ASR cycles, 
application of a long-time st rage (or pause) phase between recharge and abstraction all ws the 
injected water to drift beyond the buffer zone. Similarly, mixing and dispersion of injection water 
with ambient water and application of high rates of injection and abstraction reduces the efficiency 
of ASR system. 
The commonly used measure to evaluate the performance of ASR systems is recovery efficiency, 
which is defined as the total volume of recovered water as a percentage of the injected volume in 
each of the operating cycles while satisfying a target water quality criterion in the abstracted water 
[102]. The impacts of different hydrological factors on recovery efficiency have been assessed by 
Lowry and Anderson [108] through a set of para etric studies. The enhancement of ASR efficiency 
with multiple ASR cycles has been reported by Lu et al. [106] and Sherif and Shetty [104] using 
numerical methods. Lu et al. [106] investigated the efficiency of an ASR system under various 
hydrogeological an  operational conditions, considering the mass transfer parameters of dual-
domain aquifers. They concluded that the capacity ratio (ratio of i mobile to mobile domain 
porosity) and the mass transfer time scale (defined as 1/α, where α is a first-order mass transfer rate 
coefficient) are among the main variables that affect the recovery efficiency of ASR. The increase of 
capacity ratio, which is equivalent to the size of the immobile domain in aquifers, causes reduction 
of the recovery efficiency. This reduction in recovery efficiency is also observed in aquifers with slow 
mass transfer. ASR, similar to any other management strategy, has some economic cost and quality 
limitations, and its implementation needs further attention. For instance, the high rates of mixing of 
injected water with a poor quality native groundwater tend to reduce the total recoverable volume 
of freshwater (recovery efficiency). In addition to this water–water interaction, the quality of the 
injected water can also be threatened by water–rock hydrochemical interaction. Numerical 
simulations were performed by Sherif and Shetty [104] and Hussain et al. [100] to study the effects of 
an ASR system on inland advancement of saline water in the Wadi Ham aquifer, United Arab 
Emirates. It was shown that a significant reduction in salinity levels occurred in areas surrounding 
the system, which was mostly attributed to the application of ASR management scenarios. 
 
Figure 6. Schematic sketch of aquifer storage and recovery (ASR) system. 
4.3.2. Abstraction, Desalination, and Recharge (ADR) 
Abd-Elhamid and Javadi [67] and Javadi et al. [109] proposed a combined methodology known 
as abstraction, desalination, and recharge (ADR) to control SWI. ADR is based on continuous 
abstraction of brackish water near the coast, desalination of the abstracted brackish water (e.g., using 
reverse osmosis), and using the excess desalinated water as a source of artificial recharge through 
injection wells, while the rest of the desalinated water is used to meet some of the water demand 
(Figure 7). They showed that this method represents an effective and economic method for 
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4.3.2. Abstraction, Desalination, and Recharge (ADR)
Abd-Elhamid and Javadi [67] and Javadi et al. [109] proposed a combined methodology known as
abstraction, desalination, and recharge (ADR) to control SWI. ADR is based on continuous abstraction
of brackish water near the coast, desalination of the abstracted brackish water (e.g., using reverse
osmosis), and using the excess desalinated water as a source of artificial recharge through injection
wells, while the rest of the desalinated water is used to meet some of the water demand (Figure 7).
They sho ed that this method represents an effective and economic ethod for controlling SWI. Lower
energy consumption, lower cost, and lower environmental impact have been characterized as the
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major advantages of this methodology in controlling SWI. This methodology also led to an increase in
the total available freshwater that is produced by desalination of the extracted saline water. In arid
or semi-arid regions where the total amount of desalinated water and abstracted freshwater does
not satisfy the demand, it would not be possible to use desalinated water as a recharge source for
the aquifer system. In addition, desalinated water is a relatively expansive source of water that is
produced through an energy-intensive process. In order to address this problem, low-cost effluents
reclaimed from municipal wastewater treatment plants can be used to recharge the aquifer. This guided
Javadi et al. [73] and Hussain et al. [72,74] to propose a new extension of ADR and a new methodology,
called abstraction, desalination, and recharge by treated wastewater (ADRTWW), to control SWI in
coastal aquifers.
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4.3.3. ADRTWW
The abstraction, desalination, and recharge by treated wastewater (ADRTWW) methodology
concerns the use of more economic sources of water, such as biologically treated wastewater (TWW)
and collected rainwater, or transferring good quality water from rivers, canals, lakes, and ponds
that exist in the vicinity of the coastal regions. The ADRTWW methodology consists of three steps:
(a) abstraction of brackish water from the saline wedge using deep negative barriers (abstraction wells);
(b) desalination of the extracted brackish water using a small-scale reverse osmosis (RO) plant and use
of the desalinated water as a supplement for an urban water supply system; and finally (c) recharge of
the aquifer using an external source of TWW [72,73]. The main concept of this management approach is
schematically shown in Figure 8. Treated wastewater (TWW) can provide a continuous and long-term
supply of water in developed urban areas. However, the availability of the other sources is dependent
upon the pre-existing hydrological features and hydro-environmental formations of the coastal site.
Low economic and environmental costs are the two factors that allow the ADRTWW to offer greater
potential in controlling SWI than ADR and conventional barriers (either alone or combined). The other
inherent difference between ADRTWW and ADR is the total volume of the water that will be offered
for use by the population. In ADR, a part of the desalinated water is used for recharge purposes
and the rest is offered for urban uses. However, in ADRTWW all of the desalinated water is directly
allocated to different sectors of the developed urban area, since the recharge is dependent on reclaimed
water [73,110].
One of the main limitations of any hydraulic barrier with deep injection (recharge) wells is the high
cost and energy burdens of the water injection process. Therefore, especially for unconfined aquifers,
recharge using pond water could be a g od alternative (Figure 9). In this approach, the collected TWW
is allowed to percol te through the unsaturated zone to the underlyi g aquifer. Although the TWW
contains greater salinity than desalin ted water, it helps to ret rd the saline water by increasing the
seaward hydraulic gradient, as shown by Hussain et al. [72,74]. Th initial costs of various ar ificial
recharge schemes in an alluvial area in India were reported to b 551, 8, and 1 $/1000 m3 of recharge
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structure for recharge wells, spreading channel, and percolation tank (pond) approaches, respectively.
Also, the running costs of the recharge through the same structures were 21, 20, and 1 $/1000 m3/year,
respectively, showing the great economic advantage of surface recharge ponds [111–113].
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All the positive aspects of TWW make it suitable as a recharge source in coastal areas around the
world. The quality of treated effluents produced from the sewage treatment plant should reach the
tertiary standards (without chlorination) prior to their use in recharging aquifers. Shammas [69] used
a three-dimensional flow and solute advection transport model to assess the future effectiveness of the
deep injection of treated water in the Salalah aquifer in Oman. The recharge system was established in
the area. The treated wastewater was returned from the available central sewage treatment plant with
Total Dissolved Solids (TDS) at 1000 mg/L and was injected into wells in a line parallel to the coast.
The enhancement of the piezometric water levels (around recharge wells) and the reduction of inland
flow of saline water from the coastline were the main outcomes of this project. Vandenbohede et al. [13]
employed an artificial recharge system using two recharge ponds to recharge the dunes of the western
Belgian coastal plain and to develop a safe and sustainable water extraction system against seawater
intrusion. Tertiary treated wastewater effluent produced from the combination of ultra-filtration and
reverse osmosis (TDS = 500 mg/L) was used in these two ponds. Bekele et al. [114] presented the
beneficial aspects of passing secondary treated wastewater through a multi-media filtration system
(final TDS = 755 mg/L) in recharging groundwater systems using surface basins. Monitoring of the
water quality of the percolated TWW in the vadose zone highlighted significant reductions were
achieved in the amounts of several constituents (30% reduction for phosphorous, 66% for fluoride, 62%
for iron, and 51% for total organic carbon) of the recycled water, implying the general enhancement of
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the water quality obtained through the filtration of TWW in porous media. Therefore, it is reaffirmed
that TWW can be used as a reliable source for subsurface water storage.
5. Conclusions and Future Prospects
This paper presented a comprehensive review of the common methods that can be used to control
and mitigate SWI in coastal aquifers. The presented methods include some conventional methods that
can be adopted as temporary solutions prior to the application of the main control scheme. Installation
of surface and subsurface physical barriers in front of the intruding seawater body constitutes another
control methodology. However, due to the costs related to equipment, materials and installation of
physical barriers at a large scale, hydraulic barriers have become more popular. Depending on the
level of risk of SWI and its impact on the quality of the groundwater in the coastal aquifer, different
combinations of these control methods can be used. In order to highlight the environmental impacts of
these control methods, an environmental impact assessment should be undertaken during the planning
stage. In this study, the advantages and disadvantages of each methodology are highlighted. It is
shown that different combinations of control methodologies allow their advantages to be combined
to introduce much more efficient control techniques. Effective and efficient control of SWI should be
regarded as an important task for any groundwater exploration project in coastal regions. In addition,
the limitations in terms of the economic cost and the water demands of growing populations in coastal
areas should be taken into account. In order to implement these cost-effective solutions, which satisfy
the above conflicting objectives, there is a need for simulation optimization studies. Simulation models
should be linked to robust optimization tools in order to provide optimal solutions with a variety of
design variables.
For future planning and management of SWI in coastal aquifers, good quality treated wastewater
or reclaimed surface water should be used for recharging groundwater systems. Based on the
current review, the application of these cost-saving water resources would help mitigate the risks of
SWI and flooding simultaneously. In coastal areas, there is a need to develop modern monitoring
systems consisting of observation wells with multiple screens at a range of depths, along with
sensors and automatic database storage systems to monitor inland advancement of saltwater [115].
Another possible field for future management of SWI is the development of a robust decision support
system, encompassing a wide range of hydraulic components of surface–subsurface water interactions
(e.g., evaporation, natural recharge, artificial recharge, and groundwater pumping). This decision tool
should be integrated with numerical models in order to simulate the aquifer responses to different
management scenarios. This integrated tool can be extended to identify the optimal arrangements of
each management scenario. The effects of parameter uncertainty on model calibration [116] and the
optimal results of each SWI control measure should be studied before implementation.
Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.S.H., and A.A.J.; methodology, M.S.H., and H.F.A.-E.; validation,
M.S.H., H.F.A.-E., A.A.J. and M.M.S.; formal analysis, M.S.H., A.A.J. and M.M.S.; investigation, M.S.H., H.F.A.-E.
and A.A.J.; resources, M.S.H., A.A.J. and M.M.S.; data curation, M.S.H., H.F.A.-E., and M.M.S.; writing—original
draft preparation, M.S.H. and H.F.A.-E.; writing—review and editing, M.S.H., A.A.J. and M.M.S.; visualization,
M.S.H.; supervision, A.A.J. and M.M.S.; project administration, M.S.H. and A.A.J.; funding acquisition, M.M.S.
and A.A.J.
Funding: The authors would like to acknowledge their gratitude to the British Council, UK to support this
research under Water Security scheme (Project Code: SH- 04509). The authors would also like to acknowledge the
support of United Arab Emirates University towards the publication of this paper.
Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.
References
1. Pinder, G.F.; Celia, M.A. Groundwater–Surface-Water Interaction. Subsurface Hydrology; John Wiley & Sons, Inc.:
Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2006. [CrossRef]
Water 2019, 11, 2467 15 of 20
2. Van Dam, J.C. Exploitation, restoration and management. In Seawater Intrusion in Coastal Aquifers—Concepts,
Methods and Practices; Bear, J., Cheng, A.D., Sorek, S., Ouazar, D., Herrera, I., Eds.; Springer: Dordrecht,
The Netherlands, 1999. [CrossRef]
3. Tsanis, I.K.; Song, L.-F. Remediation of Sea Water Intrusion: A Case Study. Ground Water Monit. Remediat.
2001, 21, 152–161. [CrossRef]
4. Todd, D.K.; Mays, L.W. Groundwater Hydrology, 3rd ed.; John Wiley & Sons, Inc.: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2005.
5. Banks, H.O.; Richter, R.C. Sea-water intrusion into ground-water basins bordering the California coast and
inland bays. Eos Trans. Am. Geophys. Union 1953, 34, 575–582. [CrossRef]
6. Bruington, A.E. Saltwater Intrusion into Aquifers1. JAWRA J. Am. Water Resour. Assoc. 1972, 8, 150–160.
[CrossRef]
7. Todd, D.K. Salt-water intrusion and its control. J. Am. Water Work. Assoc. 1974, 66, 180–187. [CrossRef]
8. Sherif, M.; Hamza, K. Mitigation of seawater intrusion by pumping brackish water. Transp. Porous Media
2001, 43, 29–44. [CrossRef]
9. Pool, M.; Carrera, J. Dynamics of negative hydraulic barriers to prevent seawater intrusion. Hydrogeol. J.
2010, 18, 95–105. [CrossRef]
10. Kallioras, A.; Pliakas, F.-K.; Schuth, C.; Rausch, R. Methods to countermeasure the intrusion of seawater
into coastal aquifer systems. In Wastewater Reuse and Management; Sharma, S.K., Sanghi, R., Eds.; Springer:
Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2013. [CrossRef]
11. Al-Rashed, M.F.; Sherif, M.M. Water Resources in the GCC Countries: An Overview. Water Resour. Manag.
2000, 14, 59–75. [CrossRef]
12. Abd-Elhamid, H.; Javadi, A. Mathematical Models to Control Saltwater Intrusion in Coastal Aquifers.
In Proceedings of the GeoCongress 2008, New Orleans, LA, USA, 9–12 March 2008; American Society of
Civil Engineers: Reston, VA, USA, 2008. [CrossRef]
13. Vandenbohede, A.; Van Houtte, E.; Lebbe, L. Sustainable groundwater extraction in coastal areas: A Belgian
example. Environ. Geol. 2009, 57, 735–747. [CrossRef]
14. Sugio, S.; Nakada, K.; Urish, D. Subsurface Seawater Intrusion Barrier Analysis. J. Hydraul. Eng. 1987, 113,
767–779. [CrossRef]
15. Reichard, E.; Johnson, T. Assessment of Regional Management Strategies for Controlling Seawater Intrusion.
J. Water Resour. Plan. Manag. 2005, 131, 280–291. [CrossRef]
16. Narayan, K.A.; Schleeberger, C.; Charlesworth, P.B.; Bistrow, K.L. Effects of groundwater pumping on
saltwater intrusion in the lower Burdekin Delta, North Queensland. In MODSIM 2003 International Congress
on Modelling and Simulation; Post, D.A., Ed.; Modelling and Simulation Society of Australia and New Zealand,
2003; pp. 212–217.
17. Don, N.C.; Hang, N.T.M.; Araki, H.H.; Yamanishi, H.; Koga, K. Effect of Groundwater Pumping on Saltwater
Intrusion in a Coastal Plain. Int. Comm. Agric. Eng. 2006, 8.
18. Sherif, M.; Sefelnasr, A.; Ebraheem, A.; Javadi, A. Quantitative and qualitative assessment of seawater
intrusion in Wadi Ham under different pumping scenarios. J. Hydrol. Eng. 2013, 19, 855–866. [CrossRef]
19. Sherif, M. Nile Delta aquifer in Egypt. In Seawater Intrusion in Coastal Aquifers—Concepts, Methods and Practices;
Bear, J., Cheng, A.D., Sorek, S., Ouazar, D., Herrera, I., Eds.; Springer: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 1999.
[CrossRef]
20. Zhou, X.; Chen, M.; Ju, X.; Ning, X.; Wang, J. Numerical simulation of sea water intrusion near Beihai, China.
Environ. Geol. 2000, 40, 223–233. [CrossRef]
21. Rejani, R.; Jha, M.; Panda, S.N.; Mull, R. Simulation Modeling for Efficient Groundwater Management in
Balasore Coastal Basin, India. Water Resour. Manag. 2008, 22, 23–50. [CrossRef]
22. Koussis, A.D.; Georgopoulou, E.; Kotronarou, A.; Mazi, K.; Restrepo, P.; Destouni, G.; Prieto, C.; Rodriguez, J.J.;
Rodriguez-Mirasol, J.; Cordero, T.; et al. Cost-efficient management of coastal aquifers via recharge with
treated wastewater and desalination of brackish groundwater: Application to the Akrotiri basin and aquifer,
Cyprus. Hydrol. Sci. J. 2010, 55, 1234–1245. [CrossRef]
23. Siaka, M.; Dokou, Z.; Karatzas, G.P. Management of the saltwater intrusion phenomenon in the alluvial
aquifer of Katapola, Amorgos, Greece. Water Sci. Technol. Water Supply 2017. [CrossRef]
24. Abd-Elhamid, H.F. A Simulation-Optimization Model to Study the Control of Seawater Intrusion in Coastal
Aquifers. Ph.D. Thesis, University of Exeter, Exeter, UK, 2010.
Water 2019, 11, 2467 16 of 20
25. Datta, B.; Vennalakanti, H.; Dhar, A. Modeling and control of saltwater intrusion in a coastal aquifer of
Andhra Pradesh, India. J. Hydro Environ. Res. 2009, 3, 148–159. [CrossRef]
26. Mantoglou, A.; Papantoniou, M. Optimal design of pumping networks in coastal aquifers using sharp
interface models. J. Hydrol. 2008, 361, 52–63. [CrossRef]
27. Werner, A.D.; Bakker, M.; Post, V.E.A.; Vandenbohede, A.; Lu, C.; Ataie-Ashtiani, B.; Simmons, C.T.;
Barry, D.A. Seawater intrusion processes, investigation and management: Recent advances and future
challenges. Adv. Water Resour. 2013, 51, 3–26. [CrossRef]
28. Ketabchi, H.; Ataie-Ashtiani, B. Evolutionary algorithms for the optimal management of coastal groundwater:
A comparative study toward future challenges. J. Hydrol. 2015, 520, 193–213. [CrossRef]
29. Ketabchi, H.; Ataie-Ashtiani, B. Review: Coastal groundwater optimization—advances, challenges, and
practical solutions. Hydrogeol. J. 2015, 1–26. [CrossRef]
30. Singh, A. Optimization modelling for seawater intrusion management. J. Hydrol. 2014, 508, 43–52. [CrossRef]
31. Singh, A. Managing the environmental problem of seawater intrusion in coastal aquifers through
simulation–optimization modeling. Ecol. Indic. 2015, 48, 498–504. [CrossRef]
32. Sherif, M.M.; Al-Rashed, M.F. Vertical and horizontal simulation of seawater intrusion in the Nile Delta aquifer.
In Proceedings of the First International Conference on Saltwater Intrusion and Coastal Aquifers-Monitoring,
Modeling, and Management, Essaouira, Morocco, 23–25 April 2001.
33. Maimone, M.; Fitzgerald, R. Effective Modeling of Coastal Aquifer Systems. In Proceedings of the
First International Conference on Saltwater Intrusion and Coastal Aquifers-Monitoring, Modeling, and
Management, Essaouira, Morocco, 23–25 April 2001.
34. Galeati, G.; Gambolati, G.; Neuman, S.P. Coupled and partially coupled Eulerian-Lagrangian Model of
freshwater-seawater mixing. Water Resour. Res. 1992, 28, 149–165. [CrossRef]
35. Basri, M.H. Two New Methods for Optimal Design of Subsurface Barrier to Control Seawater Intrusion.
Ph.D. Thesis, University of Manitoba, Winnipeg, MB, Canada, 2001.
36. Nishikawa, T.; Siade, A.J.; Reichard, E.G.; Ponti, D.J.; Canales, A.G.; Johnson, T.A. Stratigraphic controls on
seawater intrusion and implications for groundwater management, Dominguez Gap area of Los Angeles,
California, USA. Hydrogeol. J. 2009, 17, 1699–1725. [CrossRef]
37. Nawa, N.; Miyazaki, K. The analysis of saltwater intrusion through Komesu underground dam and water
quality management for salinity. Paddy Water Environ. 2009, 7, 71–82. [CrossRef]
38. Luyun, R.; Momii, K.; Nakagawa, K. Effects of Recharge Wells and Flow Barriers on Seawater Intrusion.
Ground Water 2011, 49, 239–249. [CrossRef]
39. Abdoulhalik, A.; Ahmed, A.A. The effectiveness of cutoff walls to control saltwater intrusion in multi-layered
coastal aquifers: Experimental and numerical study. J. Environ. Manag. 2017, 199 (Suppl. C), 62–73.
[CrossRef]
40. Kaleris, V.K.; Ziogas, A.I. The effect of cutoff walls on saltwater intrusion and groundwater extraction in
coastal aquifers. J. Hydrol. 2013, 476, 370–383. [CrossRef]
41. Allow, K. The use of injection wells and a subsurface barrier in the prevention of seawater intrusion:
A modelling approach. Arab. J. Geosci. 2012, 5, 1151–1161. [CrossRef]
42. Oude Essink, G.H.P. Improving fresh groundwater supply—problems and solutions. Ocean Coast. Manag.
2001, 44, 429–449. [CrossRef]
43. James, G.; Hiebert, R.; Warwood, B.; Cunningham, A. Subsurface Biofilm Barriers for Controlling Saltwater
Intrusion. In Proceedings of the First International Conference on Saltwater Intrusion and Coastal
Aquifers-Monitoring, Modeling, and Management, Essaouira, Morocco, 23–25 April 2001.
44. Chen, K.P.; Jiao, J.J. Seawater intrusion and aquifer freshening near reclaimed coastal area of Shenzhen.
Water Sci. Technol. Water Supply 2007, 7, 137–145. [CrossRef]
45. Guo, H.; Jiao, J.J. Impact of Coastal Land Reclamation on Ground Water Level and the Sea Water Interface.
Ground Water 2007, 45, 362–367. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
46. Guo, H.; Jiao, J.J. Coastal Groundwater System Changes in Response to Large-Scale Land Reclamation; Nova Science
Publishers, Inc.: New York, NY, USA, 2009.
47. Hu, L.; Jiao, J.J. Modeling the influences of land reclamation on groundwater systems: A case study in
Shekou peninsula, Shenzhen, China. Eng. Geol. 2010, 114, 144–153. [CrossRef]
Water 2019, 11, 2467 17 of 20
48. Greenlee, L.F.; Lawler, D.F.; Freeman, B.D.; Marrot, B.; Moulin, P. Reverse osmosis desalination: Water sources,
technology, and today’s challenges. Water Res. 2009, 43, 2317–2348. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
49. Xevgenos, D.; Bakogianni, D.; Haralambous, K.-J.; Loizidou, M. Integrated Brine Management: A Circular
Economy Approach. In Smart Water Grids; CRC Press: Boca Raton, FL, USA, 2018.
50. Lienhard, J.H.; Thiel, G.P.; Warsinger, D.M.; Banchik, L.D. Low Carbon Desalination: Status and Research,
Development, and Demonstration Needs. Report of a Workshop Conducted at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology
in Association with the Global Clean Water Desalination Alliance; Massachusetts Institute of Technology:
Cambridge, MA, USA, 2016.
51. Sola, F.; Vallejos, A.; López-Geta, J.A.; Pulido-Bosch, A. The Role of Aquifer Media in Improving the Quality
of Seawater Feed to Desalination Plants. Water Resour. Manag. 2013, 27, 1377–1392. [CrossRef]
52. Dehwah, A.H.A.; Missimer, T.M. Subsurface intake systems: Green choice for improving feed water quality
at SWRO desalination plants, Jeddah, Saudi Arabia. Water Res. 2016, 88, 216–224. [CrossRef]
53. Miller, J.E. Review of Water Resources and Desalination Technologies; Unlimited Release Report SAND-2003-0800;
Sandia National Labs: Livermore, CA, USA, 2003.
54. Stein, S.; Yechieli, Y.; Shalev, E.; Kasher, R.; Sivan, O. The effect of pumping saline groundwater for desalination
on the fresh–saline water interface dynamics. Water Res. 2019, 156, 46–57. [CrossRef]
55. Lahr, J.H. Artificial Ground-Water Recharge: A Solution to Many U.S. Water-Supply Problems. Ground Water
1982, 20, 262–266. [CrossRef]
56. Narayan, K.A.; Schleeberger, C.; Bristow, K.L. Modelling seawater intrusion in the Burdekin Delta Irrigation
Area, North Queensland, Australia. Agric. Water Manag. 2007, 89, 217–228. [CrossRef]
57. Mahesha, A.; Nagaraja, S.H. Effect of natural recharge on sea water intrusion in coastal aquifers. J. Hydrol.
1996, 174, 211–220. [CrossRef]
58. Mahesha, A. Steady-State Effect of Freshwater Injection on Seawater Intrusion. J. Irrig. Drain. Eng. 1996, 122,
149–154. [CrossRef]
59. Mahesha, A. Transient Effect of Battery of Injection Wells on Seawater Intrusion. J. Hydraul. Eng. 1996, 122,
266–271. [CrossRef]
60. Paniconi, C.; Khlaifi, I.; Lecca, G.; Giacomelli, A.; Tarhouni, J. A modelling study of seawater intrusion in the
Korba coastal plain, Tunisia. Phys. Chem. Earth Part B Hydrol. Ocean. Atmos. 2001, 26, 345–351. [CrossRef]
61. Paniconi, C.; Khlaifi, I.; Lecca, G.; Giacomelli, A.; Tarhouni, J. Modeling and Analysis of Seawater Intrusion
in the Coastal Aquifer of Eastern Cap-Bon, Tunisia. Transp. Porous Media 2001, 43, 3–28. [CrossRef]
62. Papadopoulou, M.; Karatzas, G.; Koukadaki, M.; Trichakis, Y. Modeling the saltwater intrusion phenomenon
in coastal aquifers–A case study in the industrial zone of Herakleio in Crete. Glob. NEST J. 2005, 7, 197–203.
63. Lu, C.; Werner, A.D.; Simmons, C.T.; Robinson, N.I.; Luo, J. Maximizing Net Extraction Using an
Injection-Extraction Well Pair in a Coastal Aquifer. Groundwater 2013, 51, 219–228. [CrossRef]
64. Sun, D.-M.; Semprich, S. Using Compressed Air Injection to Control Seawater Intrusion in a Confined Coastal
Aquifer. Transp. Porous Media 2013, 100, 259–278. [CrossRef]
65. Abdalla, O.E.; Al-Rawahi, A. Groundwater recharge dams in arid areas as tools for aquifer replenishment
and mitigating seawater intrusion: Example of AlKhod, Oman. Environ. Earth Sci. 2013, 69, 1951–1962.
[CrossRef]
66. Yuansheng, P.; Zhaohui, T. Integrated project management of sustainable water storage and seawater
intrusion prevention in a costal city. In Proceedings of the 2nd IEEE International Conference on Computer
Science and Information Technology ICCSIT 2009, Beijing, China, 8–11 August 2009; pp. 263–267.
67. Abd-Elhamid, H.; Javadi, A. A cost-effective method to control seawater intrusion in coastal aquifers.
Water Resour. Manag. 2011, 25, 2755–2780. [CrossRef]
68. Shammas, M. The effectiveness of artificial recharge in combating seawater intrusion in Salalah coastal
aquifer, Oman. Environ. Geol. 2008, 55, 191–204. [CrossRef]
69. Koussis, A.D.; Georgopoulou, E.; Kotronarou, A.; Lalas, D.P.; Restrepo, P.; Destouni, G.; Prieto, C.;
Rodriguez, J.J.; Rodriguez-Mirasol, J.; Cordero, T.; et al. Cost-efficient management of coastal aquifers
via recharge with treated wastewater and desalination of brackish groundwater: General framework.
Hydrol. Sci. J. 2010, 55, 1217–1233. [CrossRef]
70. Kourakos, G.; Mantoglou, A. Simulation and Multi-Objective Management of Coastal Aquifers in Semi-Arid
Regions. Water Resour. Manag. 2011, 25, 1063–1074. [CrossRef]
Water 2019, 11, 2467 18 of 20
71. Kourakos, G.; Mantoglou, A. Development of a multi-objective optimization algorithm using surrogate
models for coastal aquifer management. J. Hydrol. 2013, 479, 13–23. [CrossRef]
72. Hussain, M.S.; Javadi, A.A.; Ahangar-Asr, A.; Farmani, R. A surrogate model for simulation–optimization of
aquifer systems subjected to seawater intrusion. J. Hydrol. 2015, 523, 542–554. [CrossRef]
73. Javadi, A.; Hussain, M.; Sherif, M.; Farmani, R. Multi-objective optimization of different management
scenarios to control seawater intrusion in coastal aquifers. Water Resour. Manag. 2015, 29, 1843–1857.
[CrossRef]
74. Hussain, M.S.; Javadi, A.A.; Sherif, M.M. Assessment of different management scenarios to control seawater
intrusion in unconfined coastal aquifers. J. Duhok Univ. 2017, 20, 259–275. [CrossRef]
75. Ray, C.; Melin, G.; Linsky, R.B. (Eds.) Riverbank Filtration: Improving Source-Water Quality; Springer: Dordrecht,
The Netherlands, 2003. [CrossRef]
76. Hubbs, S.A. (Ed.) Riverbank Filtration Hydrology-Impacts on System Capacity and Water Quality; Springer:
Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2006. [CrossRef]
77. Wright, R.R.; Missimer, T.L. Alternative intake systems for seawater membrane water treatment plants.
In Proceedings of the International Desalination Association World Congress on Desalination and Water
Reuse, Madrid, Spain, 6–9 October 1997.
78. Schwartz, J. Beach Well Intakes for Small Seawater Reverse Osmosis Plants; Project 97-BS-015; Middle East
Desalination Research Centre Project: Muscat, Oman, August 2000.
79. Schwartz, J. Beach well intakes improve feed-water quality. Water Wastewater Int. 2003, 18.
Available online: http://www.waterworld.com/articles/wwi/print/volume-18/issue-8/editorial-focus/beach-
well-intakes-improve-feed-water-quality.html (accessed on 20 November 2019).
80. Rachman, R.M.; Li, S.; Missimer, T.M. SWRO feed water quality improvement using subsurface intakes in
Oman, Spain, Turks and Caicos Islands, and Saudi Arabia. Desalination 2014, 351, 88–100. [CrossRef]
81. Mahesha, A. Control of Seawater Intrusion through Injection-Extraction Well System. J. Irrig. Drain. Eng.
1996, 122, 314–317. [CrossRef]
82. Kacimov, A.R.; Sherif, M.M.; Perret, J.S.; Al-Mushikhi, A. Control of sea-water intrusion by salt-water
pumping: Coast of Oman. Hydrogeol. J. 2009, 17, 541–558. [CrossRef]
83. Sherif, M.; Kacimov, A. Pumping of brackish and saline water in coastal aquifers: An effective tool
for alleviation of seawater intrusion. In Proceedings of the 20th Salt Water Intrusion Meeting (SWIM),
Naples, FL, USA, 23–27 June 2008.
84. Park, S.; Kim, J.; Yum, B.; Yeh, G. Three-Dimensional Numerical Simulation of Saltwater Extraction Schemes
to Mitigate Seawater Intrusion due to Groundwater Pumping in a Coastal Aquifer System. J. Hydrol. Eng.
2011, 17, 10–22. [CrossRef]
85. Yeh, G.; Cheng, J.; Cheng, H. 3DFEMFAT: User’s Manual of a 3-Dimensional Finite Element Model of Flow
and Transport through Saturated-Unsaturated Media. In Course Notes on Modeling of Flow and Contaminants
in the Subsoil; IGMC: Delft, The Netherlands, June 1994.
86. Das, A.; Datta, B. Development of Multiobjective Management Models for Coastal Aquifers. J. Water Resour.
Plan. Manag. 1999, 125, 76–87. [CrossRef]
87. Das, A.; Datta, B. Optimization Based Solution of Density Dependent Seawater Intrusion in Coastal Aquifers.
J. Hydrol. Eng. 2000, 5, 82–89. [CrossRef]
88. Das, A.; Datta, B. Simulation of seawater intrusion in coastal aquifers: Some typical responses. Sadhana 2001,
26, 317–352. [CrossRef]
89. Bhattacharjya, R.; Datta, B. ANN-GA-Based Model for Multiple Objective Management of Coastal Aquifers.
J. Water Resour. Plan. Manag. 2009, 135, 314–322. [CrossRef]
90. Dhar, A.; Datta, B. Saltwater Intrusion Management of Coastal Aquifers. I: Linked Simulation-Optimization.
J. Hydrol. Eng. 2009, 14, 1263–1272. [CrossRef]
91. Sreekanth, J.; Datta, B. Multi-objective management of saltwater intrusion in coastal aquifers using genetic
programming and modular neural network based surrogate models. J. Hydrol. 2010, 393, 245–256. [CrossRef]
92. Sreekanth, J.; Datta, B. Comparative Evaluation of Genetic Programming and Neural Network as Potential
Surrogate Models for Coastal Aquifer Management. Water Resour. Manag. 2011, 25, 3201–3218. [CrossRef]
Water 2019, 11, 2467 19 of 20
93. Sreekanth, J.; Datta, B. Coupled simulation-optimization model for coastal aquifer management using genetic
programming-based ensemble surrogate models and multiple-realization optimization. Water Resour. Res.
2011, 47, W04516. [CrossRef]
94. Sreekanth, J.; Datta, B. Optimal combined operation of production and barrier wells for the control of
saltwater intrusion in coastal groundwater well fields. Desalin. Water Treat. 2011, 32, 72–78. [CrossRef]
95. Johnson, T.; Reichard, E.; Land, M.; Crawford, S. Monitoring, Modeling, and Managing Saltwater Intrusion,
Central and West Coast Groundwater Basins, Los Angeles County, California. In Proceedings of the
First International Conference on Saltwater Intrusion and Coastal Aquifers-Monitoring, Modeling, and
Management, Essaouira, Morocco, 23–25 April 2001.
96. Cherubini, C.; Pastore, N. Critical stress scenarios for a coastal aquifer in southeastern Italy. Nat. Hazards
Earth Syst. Sci. 2011, 11, 1381–1393. [CrossRef]
97. Troisi, S.; Coscarelli, R.; Straface, S. Sea water intrusion in the coastal aquifer of Reggio Calabria: Guidelines for
management. In Proceedings of the 13th Salt Water Intrusion Meeting (SWIM), Cagliari, Italy, 4–5 June 1994.
98. Rastogi, A.; Choi, G.W.; Ukarande, S. Diffused Interface Model to Prevent Ingress of Sea Water in Multi-Layer
Coastal Aquifers. J. Spat. Hydrol. 2004, 4, 1–31.
99. Cederstrom, D.J. Artificial Recharge of a Brackish Water Well; The Commonwealth, Virginia Chamber Commerce:
Richmond, VA, USA, 1947; Volume 14, pp. 71–73.
100. Hussain, M.S.; Javadi, A.A.; Sherif, M.M.; Naseri-Karim-Vand, R. Control of saltwater intrusion by aquifer
storage and recovery. Proc. Inst. Civ. Eng. Eng. Comput. Mech. 2016, 169, 148–155. [CrossRef]
101. Dillon, P. Future management of aquifer recharge. Hydrogeol. J. 2005, 13, 313–316. [CrossRef]
102. Pyne, R.; David, G. Groundwater Recharge and Wells: A Guide to Aquifer Storage Recovery; CRC Press:
Boca Raton, FL, USA, 1995.
103. Barlow, P.; Reichard, E. Saltwater intrusion in coastal regions of North America. Hydrogeol. J. 2010, 18,
247–260. [CrossRef]
104. Sherif, M.; Shetty, A. Freshwater Storage in Brackish Aquifers. In Proceedings of the World Environmental
and Water Resources Congress 2013, Cincinnati, OH, USA, 19–23 May 2013; American Society of Civil
Engineers: Reston, VA, USA, 2013. [CrossRef]
105. Misut, P.E.; Voss, C.I. Freshwater–saltwater transition zone movement during aquifer storage and recovery
cycles in Brooklyn and Queens, New York City, USA. J. Hydrol. 2007, 337, 87–103. [CrossRef]
106. Lu, C.; Du, P.; Chen, Y.; Luo, J. Recovery efficiency of aquifer storage and recovery (ASR) with mass transfer
limitation. Water Resour. Res. 2011, 47, W08529. [CrossRef]
107. Chen, Y. Aquifer Storage and Recovery in Saline Aquifers. Ph.D. Thesis, Georgia Institute of Technology,
Atlanta, GA, USA, 2014.
108. Lowry, C.S.; Anderson, M.P. An assessment of aquifer storage recovery using ground water flow models.
Ground Water 2006, 44, 661–667. [CrossRef]
109. Javadi, A.A.; Abd-Elhamid, H.F.; Farmani, R. A simulation-optimization model to control seawater intrusion
in coastal aquifers using abstraction/recharge wells. Int. J. Numer. Anal. Methods Geomech. 2012, 36, 1757–1779.
[CrossRef]
110. Hussain, M.S. Numerical Simulation and Effective Management of Saltwater Intrusion in Coastal Aquifers.
Ph.D. Thesis, University of Exeter, Exeter, UK, 2015.
111. Unep. Source Book of Alternative Technologies for Freshwater Augmentation in Some Countries in Asia;
Technical publication series; United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP); International Environmental
Technology Centre: Osaka, Japan, 1998.
112. Sakthivadivel, R. The groundwater recharge movement in India. Agric. Groundw. Revolut. Oppor. Threat. Dev.
2007, 3, 195–210.
113. Misra, A.K. Climate change and challenges of water and food security. Int. J. Sustain. Built Environ. 2014, 3,
153–165. [CrossRef]
114. Bekele, E.; Toze, S.; Patterson, B.; Higginson, S. Managed aquifer recharge of treated wastewater: Water quality
changes resulting from infiltration through the vadose zone. Water Res. 2011, 45, 5764–5772. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]
Water 2019, 11, 2467 20 of 20
115. Shi, L.; Jiao, J.J. Seawater intrusion and coastal aquifer management in China: A review. Environ. Earth Sci.
2014, 72, 2811–2819. [CrossRef]
116. Baalousha, M.H.; Fahs, M.; Ramasomanana, F.; Younes, A. Effect of Pilot-Points Location on Model Calibration:
Application to the Northern Karst Aquifer of Qatar. Water 2019, 11, 679. [CrossRef]
© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).
